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AN 


ANSWER 


TO THE 
Late SPEECHES of the Fiye Jeſuits. 


H.E words of dying perſons have always been 
eſteemed of greateſt Authority, as Mr. Harcourt 
in his Speech doth obſerve: and at the firſt 
fight, what was ſpoken. by him and his Aſſo- 

ciates juſt before their Execution, doth ſeem to com- 
mand itz when Mr. Gawex after the like Preface doth 
add, I do ſolemnly ſwear, proteſt and vow by all that is 
ſacred in Heaven or on Earth, and as I bope to ſee the 
Face of God in Glory, that I am as Innocent as the child 
unborn, &c. A Speech of ſo great Aſſurance, that if it 
were not for the clearneſs of the Evidence that was 
brought in againſt them, the impartiality of the Court 
which they ſtood before and were Condemned by, the 
Order which they were of, and the curſed Principles 
held by that Order and Laſtly, other things ſpoken 
by them at the ſame time that were manifeſtly untrue, 
I ſhould bave had ſo much charity as to believe. But 
when all this and more doth appear againſt them, and 
confute what they have with ſo much confidence main- 
tained before God and the Wofld, it will be a work of 
Juſtice and Charity to deteQ their Hypocrifie, and to 
ſhew that the Jeſuits have a Goſpel by themſelves, 

And this I ſhall do: A 2 Firſt, 


[2,7]: 
Firſt, By ſhewing that their preſent caſe is ſuch, that-- 
although they had been-guilty, ſack + Proteftation of 
their-taaocence was neceflary; tf it might be confiftent 
with che principles of Religion, 

Secondly, That ſuch a Proteſtation js conſiſtent with 
their Principles, and, what is agreeable tg.the prattice 
of their Order. | | 

Thirdly, That from the conſideration of their cir- 
cumſtances, and a careful peruſal-of what was ſaid by 
theſe perſons at the time of their death,there is ſufficient 
reaſon to believe that they ated apon ſuch Principles. 

Firft, It was neceffary for ther at this time, and in 
their circymſtances, tho never.ſo deeply guilty, to 
upon their own vindication, and to vindicate them- 
ſeives after the moſt ſolemn way imaginable. For if 
this Plot ſhould be believed, and they difcovered-to 
be the Contrivers and Promoters of it,” it would be a 
foul blemiſh to their Religion, and ſo great a diſparage- 
ment to their Society, that all their Art and Induſtry 
cauld never be able,to wipe it off: 'It would awaken 
the Princes of Chriſtendom, and they would never- 
thiok themſelves. ſecure till this Order followed that of 
the Templers, and was Univerfally diſſolved and extir- 
pated, * would make thoſe that mean well too among 
themſelves to abhor them, -and open a fair-way fdr Pro- 

. teſtantiſm to-enter in upon them. And 'therefoie jt 
concerned them as much as might be to prevent itz 
and how could it be prevented, 'but by this way that 
they-have taken. For if they had been filent tnder ſa 
great a charge as this, all the. World would. have con- 
cluded them Guilty; or if they. had but faintly denied 
it, when the Evidence. was (o. full agd peremptory a-. 
ainſt them, the ſaſpitions.that are abroad would have 
creafed, and the Eyidence already given in woe. be 
: Urs 


LC 3:T 
further enquired-intd and made out. It was not a ſorry - 
Evaſion, or ſome puny Equivyocation that would pur a 
ſtop to thefe miſchiefe, and ſet them right in the 6pini- 
on of. the World, as they well enough underſtood ; and 
therefore it concerned them, if the honour of their 
Religion, or that of their Society was dear to them, 
toberake themfelves to the moſt formal Proteſtations t© 
enſure it; if ſo be it might be done with conſiftcncy to 
their Religion, ortheir own ſafety in another World, 

Secondiy, [ (hall therefore ſhew that ſuch Prote(iati- 
ons are cooliſtent with their Religion, and' that altho 
they were never ſoGuilty, they might ſtand upon their 
awn Innocency and Juſtification to the Death. And 
that is to be done upon theſe Principles. ( 1) If what 
they are:charged with be made Legitimate by a Superi- 
or Authority. ( 2. ) If they are under a precedent and 
ſafhicient Obligation not to confeſs what they are juſtly 
charged with. ( 3.) If they are indemnified and. de- 
clared Innocent. ( 4.) If they are charged before an: - 
mcompetent Authority, C4.) If the Charge it lf 
be laid wrong: 

Firſt, If what they are charged with be made Legi- 
timate and allowable by a Superior Authotity-z which 
may be done two ways. +26 

Fiefh, By-a diſpenſation fromthe Pope, or by-ovbers - 
ordinarily deputed thereunto in their Church... .'Fhis is 
what they do now deny amongſt us,: confidently main» - 
taining that a Diſpenſation'1s never giver beforehand. 
But this is vainly alledged, -whetherwe confider the na- 
tureof a Diſpenſation, which hath a'relation to an ation: - 
yet te be done, or to the continuation of jtz or whether 


we coalider the praFice of their Church,of which we have 

a very modern tnſtance. For whereas the Marrying:of a: : 

Brothers Wife, the Brother being yet alive, is both con- - 

trary tothe Law of Gad and Nature 5 there is a Prince - 
D NOW: -- 


(a)Ipnatii Ex- 
ercit. Spirit. 
P- 141- reg. 13. 
Antw. 1635. 
(b) Epiſt ad 
Parr. Fratr. 
Soczee in Luſit. 
(c)Epiſt.ad Pa- 
eres © Fratres 
Aquitanie, p. 


63. num 9. 
(d)Epil.od Pa- 
eres prov. $o- 
Fer. p. 441. 


( 4 ] 


now in the World that is diſpenſed with in that matter, 
and enjoys the Wife and Kingdom of his Brother by vir. 
tue of the Popes Authority. - Naw if the Pope hath a 
Power of altering the nature of things, and of giving 
a Diſpenſation for what would without that Diſpenſa. 
tion haye been in it ſelf unlawful ; then the doing of 
an Ation otherwiſe evil is, by virtue of that Diſpenſa- 
tion, no fin 3 and he that hath that for his Authority, is 
{o far Innocent. 

Secondly, The AQion may be made Legitimate, by 
virtue of the command of ſuch a Superior, as they are 
bound fully and univerſally to obey. And this is the 
caſe of the Jeſuits, who are under a perfett Subjettion 
to their Superiors, and whoſe commands they are not to 
diſpute. This is the firſt thing which they are taught, 
to be ſo Conformable to the Catholick Church ( which in 
their ſence is the Pope ) that if it defines that to be black, 
which appears to them to be white, they are notwithſtand. 
ing without more ado to account it black (a). And this 
is an obedience which they are not only bound to yield 
to the Apoſtolick Chair, but to the reſt of their Supe- 
riors; and which their Founder [gnatizs writ an Epiſtle 
on purpoſe to confirm them (6b) in. An Epiſtle, that 
nothing can be added to, or taken from, ſaith their Gene- 
ral Fr. Borgia (c). An Epiſtle that is truly Divine, 
faith theic General Matizs Vitelleſcxs (d ). In this Epi- 
ſtle it is that [g-4tis doth lay down theſe things. 

Firſt, That they muſt look upon their Superior, not as 
a perſon obnoxious to error, but as Chriſt himſelf —— who 
could not be deceived, nor would deceive, 

Secondly, 7hat Whatever their Superior commands or 
thinks, that they muſt always be ready to defend, and by 
n0 means to rejed. | 

Thirdly, Whatever he commands, that they muſt re- 
Solve to look upon as the command of Chriſt, and with a 
blind 


(s] 
blind Reſolution without any doubt or delay, reſolve to do 
ce ) without giving way to any humane reaſoninge «#d ( 4) v6. 19, 

3ſconrſes, as their General Aquaviva expounds it ( fY, ( F) Cl Aqu 
that they renounce not only their own wills, but underſtand. ***<Indu 
ings alſo, and ſubmit them wholly to his, without calling 
any thing into queſtion ;, for otherwiſe the excellent virtue 
of blind obedience would fail, as Ignatius faith( g). That (2) bid. n. 3. 
every one muſt perſwade himſelf, that he is ated and g3- 7 © 0m 
verned by Divine Providence, through his Superiors Or- | 
ders, and that he ought to-be in that eaſe as a Carkaſ7, 
which ſuffers it ſelf to be carried or diſpoſed of any way 3 
or 4s a ſtaff in an old mans hand, which ke direfs as be 
pleaſeth, as it's fully expreſſed in their Conſtitutions(h ), (6) Par: 6.6.1. 
Now if they are thus obliged blindly ta obey their Su- 
periors , and that whatever they command- them , is \, 
without any demur to be done;they are fo far innocent 
in their own account, and think that they may ſafely 
without doubt, purge themſelves as ſuch. 

But they may ſay that they are only obliged to this 
obedience in things Lawfu), and no further, according 
to what [gnativs himſelf doth ſay (5), and is further (;)zp;p p. 25, 
confirmed by their conſtitutions (4). But is this likely ». 18. 
to be the ſence, when their Superior is in the place of & £47 6. c. 
Chrift (1), and whom they are to ſubmit to as to him, (1) 4quavive 
and whom they are to attend to, whatever he be, how weak Induſtrie, c. 5. 
or inſufficient ſoever, as he repreſents the perfon of bim, , 5.c. r. 
whoſe wiſdom cannot be deceived, as Ignatius faith (m)? p.234 & pare 
Is this likcly to be, when they muit univerſally and wholly 7 l0.p.183, 
ſubmit their own underitandings to bis, and are without (m) Epiſt. n3- 
delay or doubt to do what he requires? And that it is not #-13- 
ſo, whatever they pretend, is evident from their own 
Conſtitutions (z ), where the Title of one Chapter is, (=)P«r: 6. c.3. 
that the Conſtitutions do not bring any under an obli- * 25% 
gation tofinz but how little it anſwers that Title, any 
One 


cap. 5 num. 6, 


| [6] 
one that reids the Chapter may perceives for it's thege 
Vifum ef no- ſaid, that it ſeemes to w that no Conſtitutions, 8&0. 
bis nullas con- cam bring under an obligation to mortal or venial fin, an- 
firuciones, de- |, ': the Superior in the name of Chriſt, or in the virtue of 


larationes,vel 
ordinem uluns. obedience fhowld command it : and then that may be done 


oleand Poſſe 31 the caſes ſo judged of, which tends much to a private or 
of Ferns univerſal good. So that a general or particular good 


mortale vel may make it lawful for a Superior to command what 
| — otherwiſe would be a fin ; and the Vow of obedience 
rior ea in no- makes it neceſſary for him that is under command to 
mine D N.7. obey. By which means.any (1n ſhall be none, and the 
Chriſti, vel mm hay 

virtuce obed;= greateſt Criminal be Innocent. 

entie juberet, 

prey o _ vel perſonis ils in quibus judicabitur, quod ad particulare uniuſcujuſq; 
vel ad unwerſale bonum multum cowveniet, fiers poterit. 


2. They may juſtifie themſelves if they are under a 
precedent and ſufficient obligation not to confeſs what 
they are juſtly charged with. And ſuch an obligation 
is ( 1.) the diſadvantage of Religion, or the 1njary 
of another, For which reaſoris it-was that Sir Everard 
Digby did clear all the Prieſts before the Loyds;, and when 
a:ked by the Lord Chief Juſtice, if he bed not tuken the 
Scrament to keep ſecret the Plot as others did, boldly faid, 
that he had not; beea»ſe, ſaith he, 1 #0vld avoid the 
-* Sir Everards queſtion, at whoſe hands it were. * And upon this Prin- 
pred, a e Ciple Parſons the Jeſuit doth proceed, when he faith, 
0 of che + that if a Prieſt taken in @ mans houſe, of whoſe over. 
| — throw he either muſt be a cauſe, or doth ſuſpe2 that he 

+ Mirigation, #949 be ſo, ſhonld be avked whether be is a Prieſt, he is bound 

. C.13. p. $49 to deny himſelf ſo to be, 
2. Such an Obligation alſo is Confeſſion 3 of which 
T ſhall give you their ſence in the words of Parſons. 
8 1B3d. c. 16. || If « Confeſſor that hath heard another man's Confeſſion 
$eR. 1, p. 4<8. ſhould be demanded, whether ſuch an one had confeſſed 


ſuch 


[7] 
ach a ſin unto him or not, he may not only ſay I know ntt, 


but anſwer diretly, that he hath not confeſſed any ſuch 
thing unto him, albeit he had ſo done 5, and that the ſaid 


Conſeſſor may not only ſay, but ſwear alſo this anſwer of 


his, underſtanding and reſerving in his mind, that the 
Pemitent hath not confeſſed unto him ſo as he may utter it, 
&c. AD Divines and Lawyers do hold that in this caſe 
of Confeſſion, the obligation of ſecrecy is ſo great, as for 
" no reſpect whatſoever, nor to what perſon ſever, though he 
be never ſo lawful a Judg, Prince, Prelate, or Superior, 
nor for ſaving of a whole Kingdom or Commonwealth, 
and much leſs the livzs of any particular men or women, 
or of the Confeſſor himſelf 5 no, nor 7 the whole world to-+ 
gether, if it were poſſible, or to work-never ſo much good 
thereby might he utter the ſame. Ta which another Au- 
thor of the ſame Order * adds, though the matter con- 
Feſſed was no leſs than the ſubverſion of Religion, and the 
deſtruFion of the Sacraments. 


Y Hen. Hen» 
riq. ſum. Theol. 
moral. de $acr. 
peme. |. 3. e. 
I9. 


rUligionss, of ommnzum Sacramentorum intentats demolitio. 


This was the Defence which Garnet made for himſelf, 
why he at the firſt did not diſcover the Conſpiracy of 
the Gunpowder-Treaſon, and why he afterwards did 
obſtinately deny his knowledg of it; becauſe as he pre- 
tended, it was diſcloſed anto Fw by Greenwel the Jeſuit 
in Confeſſion, and that it would endanger the lives of di- 
vers men * ; by which he ſaid he was {o bound up, that 
if one confeſſed this day to him, that to morrow morning 

e m:ant to kill the King with a Dagger, be muſt conceal 
it ||. The caſe then is, That if at any time a danger- 
ous Conſpiracy is made known to them in Confeſhon, 
which they themſclves were aQtually before egaged in ; 
yet it being thus complicated, that their own concur. 
rence in it is joyned with => others ccafcſlion, they 

then 


. Proceedings 
againſt .the 
, Taytors, Pp. 


go. 
ll Ihid. p. 213. 


© & lh 


then miy and are bound to ftand upon their own inno- 


| cence, becauſe they cannot plead guilty, though they 


* Navar, Man. 


c. 25. n. 38. 
Dia. Sum. V. 
Reus. x. 12, 


RC. 


+ Vid.The late 
printed Rela- 
tion of it, mn 4 
Letter to the 
Earl of Eſflex. 
| Pag.24. of his 
Narrative. 


are ſo, without betraying what they heard in Conke(- 
ſ107. 

3. They may juſtify therfiſclves, when they are in- 
d; mnified and delared innocent by Abſolution. Pardon 
is a diſcharge from puriſhment, and AbſolJution is ale- 
gail declaration of Pardon; and 1n it felf is not a 
making Innccerit, but only an aſſurance, that a per- 
ſon, notwithſtanding his former crimes, (hz]l be dealt 
with as if he were ſuch. But they extend this further, 
for ſuch a growing thing is power in the Rowan Church, 
that it would bring every thing within its eompaſls. 
Sometimes Sin by the Pope's power (hill be madenone ; 
and a Man ſh3ll violate his Oath, and by virtue of a 
Diſpenſation from' his Holineſs ſhall become perjur'd 
without Sin. Sometimes the Guilty ſhall be made In- 
nocent, and by thepower of Abſolution ſhall be able to 
ſwear it. For if a perſon by confe/juon to a Prieſt, and 
Abſolution from him, hath what is ſufficient to Salvation, 
and to ct him right in the fight of 'God (as is the 
common opinion among them * )* then it may be 
thought ſufficient alſo to make him innocent amongſt 
Men, and to give him reaſon to think ſo. This ſeems 
to be the ground of the preſent prattice among(t them ; 
as when Gurphy, after hisAbſolution denied at his 
Death with all aſſurance imaginable, That he was guil- 
ty of that Burglary, which he was in Ireland condemned 
for; though the Rope breaking he lived to confeſs it , 
And this principle hath fo far prevailed at this day ; 
that Mr. Prazce doth ingenuouſly acknowledg ||, That 
if be had been abſolved after the Murther of Sir Edmond- 
Bury Godfry, as Hill, and his other Accomplices in it 
were, that he ſhould have probably perſiſted in — his * 

20« 


[9] 
Innocence, as they did, and never, or without extream 
difficulty have been brought to any acknowledgment, 

Agrecable to this 1s that which is ſaid by Ld. Lopes, 
T. þ. InſiruG. c. 42. who is quoted as good Authority 
by Raznazdss the Jeſuit, ut ſupra. A Woman that hath 
been falſe to her Husband, doth ſin, if ſhe without cauſe 
doth ſwear that ſhe is Innocent, and doth ſo ſwear becauſe 
ſhe hath done Penance for the ſame unleſs her Flusband 
doth unjuſtly compel her to ſwear. The meaning of which 
is, that if (he doth ſwear it vainly, when not pur to 
it, and there is no reaſon for it, then ſhe offends ; but 
if her Husband threatens, and ſhe is in danger ( for 
that is often the meaning of #»juftly in the ſence of theſe 
Caſuiſts ) then ſhe may ſafely{wear that ſheis [nnocent, 
foraſmuch as ſhe hath repented, and given fſatisfation 
to the Prieſt, and been Abſolved by him. | 

From whence it appears, that if perſons be compelled 
to ſwear unjuſtly, as (in their opinion they all are when 
made to ſwear before Hereticks ) that then they may 
ſwear,. though never ſo Guilty, that they are Innocent 
and without fault, as having been Abſolved for it. 

4- They may plead their own Innocency, and juſtify 
it with an Oath, &*c. if they ſtand charged before an 
incompetent Authority. Of this Opinion is Parſons, 
for he ſaith, ( 4 ) If 4 Judg be not lawful or competent, 


the party charged may anſwer as if he was alone, and no 


all, 8c. And much to the ſame purpoſe ſaith Leſſz»s. 
(b) Now an incompetent Fudg, is one that bath no law- 
ful JuriſdiGion over a Perſon; as may be gathered from 
Parſons. ( c ) And ſuch with them are 


1. ) All Hereticks, who are incompetent, becauſe 
they are uncapable of rule, as Gab. Vaſquez ſaithz ( d ) 
and as ſoon as a Prince it Jn from the Catholick Reli. 

by 2 


. 2 
g10Nn, $ 


(a) Mitigation 
in Equiv. c. 8, 


Man by, for that he hath no neceſſary reference to him at "<3 Sect.2. 


. $@. 
(b) De Juſt. & - 
jure, hb. 2. c. 
42. dub. 9. n. 
47- 
(c) Mitrg.c.it, 
SeR. 9. 


(d) Com. in 1. 
. diſt. 152. 
ett. 8. 


(e) In his Phi- 
lopater, p.194- 
for he is ſaid 
ro be rhe Ay- 
thor of it, by 
Watſon in his 
Quodl. Pp. Il, 
71, 284. 


(f) Lib. de 
Cler. " ©. P. 
. $0. 

( T Apher Tit. 
> 44.90 Edit. 
Antwerp. 65 
Colon. 

(b) Ibid. c. 28. 


p- 533. 


(s) Mitig. c.8. 
Part 3. Se.2, 
n. 52. 


(k) Ibid c.1o. 
Set. 3. p. 415» 


Fo 1 


gion, be preſently falls from all bis Power and Dignity,. 


faith Parſons. (ec) And thus was the caſe determined. 
with an eſpecial reſpe& to England, as you may ſee in 
Greg. Martin in lib. reſolut. caſ. and Dr. Stillingfleet's 
Sermon, on Matt. 10. 16. þ. 42. 

( 2. ) Such again, according to Them, are all Lay- 
Magiſtrates, with reſpec to the Clergy. A Prieſt be- 
irg exempted from all civil FuriſdiGion, faith Bellar- 
mine(f). The belief of which led Emanuel Sa, (o 
f.r as10 ſay, ( g) That Relellion in a Clergy- Man is no 
Treiſon, becauſe he is not ſjubje@ is the Civil Power. 
And Bellarmine ſaith little leſs, when te maintains (h) 
that Kings are not the Superiors of the Clergy, and there- 
fore ſuch are not bound to obey them, but only as to matter 
of direFion. This is _— ſtated and applied to our 
purpoſe by Parſons (3.) 5 4 a Judge, ſaith he, be nat 
lawful or competent 5 4s if a Lay- Magiſtrate in a Catholic. 
Conntry would enquire of matters mot belonging to bis Fu« 
riſdition, as for example, ſacred or ſecret ; then he may 
anſwer as if be were alone, and ns man by, for that he. 
hath no reference to him at all. For, as be faith after» 
ward, (4) Prieſts both by divine and hymane Law, ac- 
cording to Catholich, DofFrine, are exempted from Lay« 
mens furiſdifion.. When therefore Prieſts are brought 
before Lay-Magiſteates, and Catholics before Heretics, 
they have a liberty to ſay what they pleaſe, and what - 
may belt ſerve their purpoſe and convenience: they 
may proteſt and ſwear that they are Innocent, though 
never ſo guilty, that they know not what they know, 
and did not what they did. | | 

And if they may thus (tand upon their own Vindica- . 
tion, how unjuſtifiable ſoever their caſe be im it (elf, 


| before incompetent Authority ; then they may as well 


For 


do.it before incompetent Witneſſes and Auditors. 
. the 


c rt 3 


the Hereticks at 7Tybur» have no more right to Truth, . 


than thoſe at the Old Baily; and they may as well proteſt 
aud vow by all that is ſacred, that they are innocent, when 
they come to die, as when they were upon their Trial ; 
fince the People there, 2s well as the Judges here, were 
alike incompetent and heretical. 


5. They may plead Innocency when the Charge is - 


laid wrong. This we acknowlecg, when we ſay that 
a Perſon guilty of the Fat, may yet plead not guilty as 
to matter and form, But now the Charge with them 
ſhall always be laid wrong, when they anſwer to it by 
Equivocation- or Mental Reſervation. For then it is 
not what the Charge is in it ſelf, but what they charge 
themſelves with, that they dire their anſwer to, As 
if a Perſon be charged with a Crime, but by an incom- 
petent Authority, or illegally, he may ſecurely ſay, I did 
not do it, reſerving within himſelf that he did not do it 
in Priſon ;, or that he bad no deſign upon the King, thereby 
weaning a painted King (1). And this is a current O- 
pinion among them. /f 2 Judg be not lawful or compe- 
text, the Defendent may anſwer as if he were alone and no 
Man by, and may frame to himſelf any Propoſition that is 
trne of it ſelf, and in his own ſence and meaning, though 
the other that heareth, uz derſtandeth it in a different ſemce, 
and be thereby deceived, faith Parſows (m). If be be 
guilty, in ſuch Caſes he-is to turn himſelf to Almighty God 
the Judg of all, and frame to himſelf ſame true reſerved 
ſence, may ſay, 1 have not done it; 1 have uot ſeen bim, 1 
beve not killed hime 3 underſtanding thereby that be hath 
wot done it, ſo 4s the Examination or Puniſhment of it is 
ſubje@ to that Tribunal, or he ſubje# to their Juriſdiftion, 
whereby be is bownd to utter: the ſame to them; as that 
Author further faith (-). But what if he beput to 


lawful 


his Oath 2 Leſſive anſwers, ( 0) That 4s often as it is **; 


(1) Lefſius de.: 
Inſtie. 1.2.c.42. 
Dub. 9. n. 47, . 
4s. 


( m) Mirigar: - 
Cc. 8. part 7, . 
Sea. 2. n. 52, . 


(mn) Ihid. c. 10; 
4. n. 21. 


(0) Ibid: n. 48. : 


(p) 1314. $:8.5. 


M.. 23. 


'(q) If. Cafau- 
boni Epiſt. ad 
Front. Duce- 
um p.118,123. 


(7)1 p.inſtruc. 
£.37.aS quoted 
by Raynaudus 
in his Defence 
of Leſſins a- 

gainlt Barns, 
@. 15. #1 9- 
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liwful to uſe a-donbiful Speech, or a ſecret Reſervation, 32 
is larsful to uſe an Oath, if neceſſity. ur ſome notable Cauſe 


requireth it, namely, to avoid a great evil, &c, And ac« 


cordingly Parſer ( p) doth lay it down from Azorixs, 
&ee. If the Fudg that exaGeth the Oath be not a lawſul 
udg, or proceed:th vot lawfully in exading the ſame > 
then hath ke that ſweareth, no Obligation to ſwear to his 
Intertion at all, but may ſw-ay to his own, &c. _ 
Amongit other Examples of this way, we' have in 
Dr. Abbot's Antiologia, p. 12. b, of one John Onder- 
w-04, that being examined before the Arch biſhop ef 
Canterbury, 1612. cenied that ever he was beyond Seas 
and affirmed, That he was Married, and had ſix Children, . 
and was an Husbandian, And yet acknowledged after- 
ward, that he had been formerly ſ1x years at Rome in 
the College, was admitted there into Orders, and was a 
Jeſuit, and that his true Name was Corzford; and that 
in what he ſaid before, he meant, That he was married 
to his Breviary, and that be had ſix Spiritual Children 
and that he had not been beyond Sea, ſo as to confeſs it to 
the Arch-Biſkop. This Anſwer was much talked of, 
and what SanF#2 Clara hath defended under his own 
hand, as is yet to be ſeen. This was alſo the opinion of 
Garnet, and the way he took (4), for having an Oath 
adminiſtred to him, and being examined upon the word 
of a Prieſt, whether he had ever ſent or writ to Green- 
wel the Jeſuit, fince they. were together at Conghton e 
anſwered, No and when convinced of it by the Let- 
ters produced, ſaid, he had done nothing in his denial 
but what was lawful. But ſuppoſing this ſhould be at the 
point of D:ath, may this then be practiſed ? Lud. Lo- 
pez (r ) ſaith, That if « Woman having been excom- 
municated for not living. with her Husband, ſhould «t the 
point of Death, to obtain Abſolution, ſwear, if ſhe m 
vered, 


[(-x3-] 


wered, to return to him; reſerving in her ſelf, if it might © 


be without Sin, (he (hall not be guilty of Perjury C if 


ſhe knew an impediment ) though fe recovers and hves 


from him. And this was Mr. Treſham's caſe, (a) who 
having accuſed arzet of the Spaniſh Treaſon, for fear 
this might be to the prejudice of the Jeſuit, three hours 
before he died ſubſcribed a Paper, in which he*teſtified 
upon his Salvation, that he had not ſeen him of 16 years 
before : whereas CG zrzet himſelf confeſſed, that within 
- two years before they had frequently been together. 
All which Garret (aid he believed, Mr, Treſham might 
have done, az he meant to equivocate. And it is an 
Example may ſafely be followed, as he maintained (6b). 
This was the Caſe of Parry, that attempted the Life of 
Queen Elizabeth, who upon his Apprehenſton, and after 
at his Trial, confeſled it ; but at laſt denies it, lays his 
Blood upon the Queen and Judges, and ſummons 'the 
Queen to anſ{wer for his Blood before God (c). 

But what if they voluntarily renounce all Equivoca- 
tions, and Mental Reſervations, or are required fo to 
do in Oaths and Proteſtations ; ls this defenſible upon 
their Principles 2 So faith Parſons ( d); When thou an- 
ſwereſi to a Judg, that is incompetent, by Equiveeation : 
If he ask, whether you Equivecate, or not ? You m1y an- 
ſwer, No, but with a further Equivocation. If he urges 
again, and asks whether you did not Equivocate in your 
denying it > ou may anſwer, No, with another ſecret E. 
quivocation, and ſo as often as you are arked,. Nay, he 
ſaith further (e) ; When a Judg is not lawful, though a 
Perſon hath firſt ſworn to anſwer dire@ly, he may uſe 
doubtful words ; which if they prevail not, then ſay the 
DoGors, that he may deny, and ſay, I know nothing, 1 
have ſeen nothing, &c. reſerving in his mind, that he 
knoweth nothing which in that unjuſt Examination he is 


bound 


{ a) Proceed- 
ings againſt 
the Traytors, 
Þ. 176, 219, 
220, 221. 


(b) In ſome 
Papers of his, 
quored by I 
Caſaub. Epiſt. 
ad Duceum. 
p. 122. 

(ec) Foulis Ro- 
mith Treaſons 
l.7: c.4. p-442. 


(d) As quoted 
by Barns,con- 
tra /Equiv. 
Sef.20.p. 174, 
and Sett. 22, 
p. 200, 


( e) Mirigar. c, 
to. Sect 5. p. 
A26. n. 26. + 


*Proceedings, 
.195. Caſaub. 
iſt. p. 117. 

ll Rob. Abbotts 

'Antilogia. c.2, 

p.12. 
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» bound to utter. This was the meaſure Garzet the Pro. 


vincialof the Jeſuits rook ; for when he was called be- 
fore the Lords, and was asked, Whether Ha/ the Jcſuit 
and he had any Conference together in the Tower? and 
being deſired not to Equivocate 3 he ſtifly denied it up- 
on his Sou], reiterating it with many deteſtable Execra- 
tions: And yet when proved againſt him, cryed the 
Lords Mercy, anJ ſaid, He had offended, if Equivoca- 
tion did not kelp him *. 

Of this we have a notable Inſtance {| ia one Fobr 
(oome, that Anno 1609, being examined by the Bilhop 
of London, and required to ſet down his Anſwer 1n 
writing, did it after this manner 5 Whgtſoever 1 now af- 
firm, 1 affirm upon the Faith of a Chriſtian, without all 
Equivocation and Mental Reſervaticn, or ſecret Interpre- 
tation kept to my ſelf, and affirm it according to the plain 
ſenſe of the Words by me ſpoken 3 So God me, help, through 
Teſus Chriſt. Firſt, I ſay, therefore that my Name is John 
Coome, #either have I been called by any other Name here, 


) or beyond Seas; and particularly that my ordinary Name 


is not Scammel, meither is it my true Name, Furthermore 
1 affirm, upon the Faith of a Chriſtian, that I never was 
in Orders according to the Way of the Church of Rome, 
and did never enter into a Vow according to the Rule of 
the Jeſuits nor ever ſtudied in any Enghſh Seminary in 
Spain or Flanders. Ard to the truth of all this I have 
ſubſcribed, and of my own accord have ſubſcribed, John 
Coome. Theſe things he ſwore, and yet did all by Equi- 
vocation and Reſervation; for he afterwards confetſed 
that he was a Prieſt, and Jeſuit, 8nd did commonly write 
his name Scammel. And that they may uſe Equivoca- 
tion when they declare againſt it 5 ſee it further made 
good by Dr. Stillingfieet in the fore-quoted Scrmon, 
P48. 39+ 


( 15 ] 
Tf we refle& npon theſe ——_— we may be able 
to reconcile all that Mr. Whitebread and his Brethren did 
declare at their late Execution, or whatever they are 
made to ſay in theſe Speeches that paſs up and down in 
their Names, to the juſtice of the Sentence they ſuffered 
by. 11's true, amongſt Proteſtants, nay amongſt Heathens, 
ſuch ſolemn Proteſtations would be hearkned to; and 
thoſe that are honeſt and fincere,could hardly think thoſe 
'that uſe ſuch Aſleverations to be otherwiſe. But if we 
conſider what hath been before ſaid, we have reaſon to 
judg of Thew by other meaſures. For ſome of their Prin- 
ciples do ſhew that they may do it. As thoſe of being 
diſpenſed with in itz andof having Abſolution after it 5 
and of denying and ſwearing, with Reſervation before 
an incompetent Authority. But others of the aboveſaid 
Principles make it neceſſary, and ſhew that they ought 
to doit. As if they were required fo todo by their Su 
riors, whoſe Commands they are not to queſtion or Gif: 
pute: If it were for a notable Goqd, or preventing a 
conſiderable Miſchief; or if they heard it in Confeſſions 
[In theſe caſes they are obliged to deny, and to deny a- 
gain 3 to equivocate upon Equivocation 3 to die, and, I 
had almoſt ſaid, to damn themſelves, rather than confeſs 
when they are thus bound to be ſecrer.- 
Bat that they need not fear, for beſides the ſecurity 
that they have otherwiſe, it's ſaid, in a famous Book of 


theirs, * that God granted to their Order, that for the firſt « Imago pr 


from the Engliſh. | 
C That 


300 years, none of them ſhould be damned. And perhaps Sec. Tocaer Je- 
they may think it worth the while to venture Purgatory ſu. p.650. 

to ſecure their preſent Plot from Miſcarriage 3 as the | 
Lord Cordes is ſaid || to have been content to lie ſeven | pacor's Hen 
years in Hell, on condition Calice might be recovered »7 the 7th. * 


3 General. 


Mr. Gawen's 
Speech, 


f 36 ] 

That if we conſider their Circumſtancee, and peruſe 
their Speeches, it may bepreſumed that they aCted ac- 
cording to theſe Principles. And here I ſhall not re- 
peat what | before ſaid to make it evident, that if they 
tad been guilty,this way of prceceding was neceflary to 
maintain the credit of their Religion and Society, ec. 
But (ball obſerve,(1.)That there are not 1n any of theſe 
Speeches, higher Proteſtations and Appeals to God,than 
what was in the words of Garzet, and the writing of 
Co: me before ſpoken of 3 which yet were plainly Sophi- 
ſiical,as the Sequel ſhewed. ('2.)That there is in the moſt 
material partgof them ſuch an agreement,and that inthe 
pbraſe it (eIf,Cas hath been already obſerved) as if they 
were to a(t apreſcribed part, and to obſerve particular 
Orders in what they ſhould ſay. 3.)That the Elder,and 
thoſe who it's likely were to give abſolutian, ſpake with 
greater caution and reſervedneſs, whilſt the others ſpoke 
with greater freedom and boldneſs. (4.)That notwith- 
ſtanding all,there are ſome things notoriouſly falſe,and in 
which at leaſt they do equivocate z which may give 
juſt reaſon to ſuſpe&t that they do equivocate alſo 
where it isnot ſoevident. And this falls the hardeſt upon 
Mr. Gawes, who thus delivers bimſelf: Becauſe they [ Jeſu» 
its Jare ſo falſly charged for holding K ivg- killing DoGrine, 
1 think it my duty to proteſt to you with my laſt dying 
words, that neither I in particular, nor the Jeſuits in gene« 
ral, bold any ſuch opinion, but utterly abhor avd deteſt it ; 
and [ aſſure you,that among the multitude of Authors, which 
among the Jeſuits have printed Philoſophy, Drvinity Caſes or 
Sermons, there is mot one to the beſt of my kr wi dg that 
allows of King-killing DoGrine,or holds this poſition, That 
it is lawful for a private Perſon to kill a King although an 
Heretick,although a Pagan,although a Tyrantzthat is t1 ſag, 


not any Jeſuit that holds this, except Mariana the Spaniſp 


Tejurt, 
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Teſuit,and he defends it not abſolutely, but only problemati- 
cally, for which his Book, was called itt again,and the Opini- 
ons expugned and ſentenced, Now towards the clearing 
of this, four things are to be enquired into, 

1. What the Opinion of Mariana was touching killing 
of Kings? | 

2. Whether Mariana held it problematically only ? 

3. Whether and how Marianz was cenſured for it ? 

4. Whether any of the Jeſuits beſides Mariqrs were 
. of that Opinion ? | 

1. What the Opinion of Mariana was touchiog kill- 
ing of Kings? Mr. Gawer faith, That he held it lawful for 
a private Perſon to kill 2 King, if an Heretich or Tran, 
&c, His Opinion is to be ſought fox in his Book, De Re- 
ge © Regis Inftitutione*; where he thus delivers himſelf, 
(1 2 If a lawful Prince becomes a Tyraxt,and doth oppreſs 
and violate the publick Laws, &c. he is to be admoniſhed ; 
and if he afterward peri therein he may be declared a pub- 
lick Enemy, and may be killed (if otherwiſe the Common- 
Wealth cannot be defended) and that by a private Perſon. 
(2.)T hat in caſe there cannot be a publick Convention of the 
People (as a Parliament) that then the common Voice of the 
People ſhall be ſufficient 10 warrant it 3 and he who then fa- 
vouring the Publick Wiſh doth attempt his Life, doth no. 
thing wrjuſily. (3.) That yet it is not lawful for any pri- 
vate perſon to kill a King.So that he takes a private per- 
ſon in two (ences; ( 1.)For one that doth it upon @ pri- 
vate account, as for his own Pleaſure, of Revenge; and 
then he declares it to be unlawful for ſuch' an one to 
kill a King. (2. )For one that is commiſſioned by Authe- 
rity, as by a Pope, or Convention of People, or that 
doth it for a general Good 3, and then it is lawful and 
* honourable forhim foto do. 
2, Whether Mariana —_ problematieally only ? 

2 50 


* Lib.1. cap6, 
& 7. Edie. 2. 
TDpis Wechel, 
P. 59, 60. 
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*InReſpenſ. ad So ſaith Mr. Gawer,and fo did alſo Fudemon-Fohannes *, 


* Amic, C+ 1. 


jj Diſſertatio 
contra /Equiv. 
Epiſt. Dedic. 
& Pp. ule.librs, 


(a) C 6: P. 53, 
54- 


(b) C.6. p. 60. 
(6) Ibid. p: 62. 


(d) C. 7 p.64- 


(e) P. 66, 


"Þ 


ſaying, That be delivered his Opinion with doubt The ad- 
vantage they take of ſaying ſo, is from what Mariana 
ſaith towards the concluſion of Chap.6. viz. This our Opi- 
njon doth certainly procced from a — mind; in which, 


ſence I may be deceived, as a man, will thank any one that 


ſoall bring better. But this is no more than what is ordi- 
narily ſaid,even by thoſe that write moſt poſitively, Thus 
did Father Barns begin and end his Book againſt Equi- 
voration ||; If I crawmit an Error, yet fince I ſubmit my 
Writings to the Canonical Cenſure of jour Holineſs, (wri- 
ting to the Pope Jay Error is not obſtinate.l am a Man,and 
if [ err,it is only an humane Error: And yet that Learned 
Perſon was conceived to be {o dogmatical in the Point; 
that he was fetched to Rome by the contrivance of the 
Jeſuits,againſt whom he wrote it,and died diſtracted in 
Priſon. But there is nothing more evident,than that Mz- 
riana Was as poſitive in this Opinion,as Mr. Burns in the 
other ; For he not only commends the Murder of Hemry. 
the Third of France(a),but allo ſaith, That the lawfulneſs 
of killing a King,in the Caſes above mentioned,js as clear 
4 the day(b );and who is ſo void of counſel as not to believe 
#: (c) & and faith, to exterminate ſuch ont af the ſociety f 
ecen,is a glorious Woyk (d): And determines tor the lawfy 
neſs of killing him byPoiſon,provided it be not in his meat(e). 
3. Whether and how Mariana was cenſured for this? 
Mr. Gawen ſaith, That the Book was called in again, and 
the Opinions expugned and cenſured, But I would fain 
know when the former of theſe was done. I know that 
there was once a great talk of a Book of Mariand's cen- 
ſured by the Pope, and the Jeſuits took an occaſion 
from thence to ſtop the mouths of thoſe that under- 
ſtood no better ; but alas, it was far from any thing of 
this Nature 3 for whereas a Book of the change of money 
| Was 


[rg ] 
was written by Mariana 3 in which, faith an Anthor of 
theirs *, He had ſharply cenſured ſome corruptions ia that 
kind ; he contraded thereby fo much diſpleaſure, that at 
the ir. ſtance of the Spaniſh Ambaſſador, Pope Paul the 5th 
did prolibit it for @ while till the ſlorm was over. Bat 
as for the other Book, De Rege, &c. there is not a 
word in the foreſaid Author concerning any ſuch Cen- 
ſure, tho he 1s ſo particular as to tell where and when 
it was firſt printed; and who would doubtleſs have 
made ſome remark upon it, if any ſuch thing had been. 
Which doth mightily confirm what is ſaid by the Abbot 
Sylvius ( a) ({ or whoever was the Author of the [z- 
fſeriptio ad Gallos ingennos Y that the Cenſure of this 
Book of Mariana by the Jeſuits at Paris, in 1606, and 
the Letter of Aquaviv their General. to them upon it, 
was wholly fictitious, and brought in by Father Cottor 
to ſervea turn, and a little to caſt off the odium from 
themſelves, after the Murther of Henry the 41h, and: 
the Decree of the Parliament of Parisfor burning this 
Book of Mariarna's by the Common Hangman, 4s com» 
tainirg many curſed blaſphemies againſt King Henry the 
Third ;, and principles pernicious to the Lives of Kings, - 
&e.( bY as it's there declared. And that which doth- 
more diſcover the impoſture is, -fince 4quavivs is there 
made to ſay, That he was troubled that he knew nothing 
of this before 5 which- how unlikely it is, will be evi- 
dent, if it be conſidered, that it was about ſeven years 


*Alegambe in 
Biblrocb Serrp, 
Soczer. Jeſu, 
p. 258. 


(a).Continuat. 
Thuani Pp. Ions 
Francof. 1638. - 


(6) Ibid. p36, * 


betwixt the firſt publiſhing of this Book of Mariana, . 


and thisLetter ſaid to be written by Aquaviva;the Book 


being licenſed Decemb. 1598, Wnd printed at Tokds - 


£599,. and the Letter was written 1606. Now that: 
their General ſhould be ſo long ignorant of a Book. 
written by one of their Order, and by fo learned a 


Man as Mariana, and a. Book .that had {et the World. 
| = 
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12 a flames, cannot be conceived. But indeed I do not 
find this Cenſure at Paris much inſiſted upon by them- 
ſ-lves. And the recalling of it is much like rhe Cen- 
ſare, for beſides that Edition at Toledo, - there was ano- 
ther at Mentz by Balthazar Lippins, which the Jeſuits 
there did reviſe ſheet by ſheet 3 not to ſpeak of that 
pricted at Frankford by the Heirs of Wechelus, which 
a Learned Perſon faith they did by the in(iruction of a 


; Cafauboni y_- 
(£7 ad Du. famous Jeſuit (c). | "9 
czum, p. 48. , But however the principies of it are-expugned and cen- 


fared, (aith Mr. Gawen. I will take that at the preſent 
for granted, which an Author of theirs faith (4), vis. 
hat upon a Conſultation of the Jeſuits at Reowe, their 
General 4quaviva, made a Decree, whereby he forbad 
to teach, either by Word or Writing, that it was lawful for 
any perſon whatſoever under any pretext of Tyranny, to kill 
Kings, or toplot their Death. ADecree that looks ve- 
ry ſpeciouſly 3 but ( 1.) we are here to obſerve, That 
there is nocenſure of what bath been already written 
or taught, or the perſons ſo writing or teaching. (2.)We 
may very well ſuppoſe that the axy perſor whatſoever, 
will admit of their common limitation, and isto be un- 
derſtood of any private perſon, that doth it without the 
command or ſentence of the Judg, according tothe words 

yh er. the Decree of the Council at Conſtance (e), And I 
aut mandato have the greater reaſon ſo to think, becauſc when it was 
err objeted that the Council of Conſtance had condemned 
is © this Poſition ( that the Tyrant may and ought tobe kilÞd 
( f ) Defenſ. by any one of his Subje&s whatſoever]. Suarez ( f) an- 
Fid. 1.6-© 4: (wers, Where do you find, in the As fm Conncil, that 
it's ſpoken of Princes excommunicate by the Pope, or de- 

graded ? ( 3.) There is nolittle exception to be taken 

againſt 'the word King, as it's here laid; for in their 

ſeace, an Heretical , Excommunicated: and —_—_ 

ivg 


(d)Eudem Joh. 


ad Amic. c. 1, 
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King, is no King 3 and he only is with them a King 
that is not under fuch a cenſure, and fo the killing of 
ſuch an one only 1s to be declared againſt, (4.) And 
this we may be the more aſſured of, fince it's ſaid on!y 
under any pretext of Tyranny ; but it's rot ſaid under 
any pretext of Herefie, Excommunication or Depofiti- 
on. _ So that after all, here is no ſecurity for a King,. 
if an Heretick 3 or for a Catholick King, if Depoſed 
or Excommunicated : And the Dodtrine is (till left 
much where it was before the Decree. - So that this de- 
ſerves the like Cenſure given by the Abbot Sylvius of 
that before ſpoken of, that #'s a Cenſure full of Equive- 
cations aud doubtful Expreſſions ( g ). But the beſt way (4) 04... 
to. find out the ſtrength and validity of this Decree, is Thua. p. 101. 
to obſerve their pratice. Were theſe Principles never 

reaſſumed by —_— g _ muſt we think cf the book 

of Suarez, printed at Colein, 1614 (hb), and which | 
was condemned by the Parliament eB be burat, (3) put gn 
as containing Prepoſitions highly Scandalous and Seditions, Angl.Set, © 
and which _ to the ſubver of Kingdoms , and 

the ſtirring up SubjeFs to murder their Kings ( 3 ). And (jo: 

u La which occalion the Senate ſcnt for ALE and — 
the chief of the Jeſuits, to let them know how little 

reſpe& was had to the aboveſaid Decree of their Gene- 

- ral, in Awxo 16 i What _ ” fay to a book of 
SanGarellns the Jeſuit, printed at Roxe 1625 ( k ), not 

only under the Eye of Vitelliſcns their AS, but (22 
with bis expreſs Allowance ? in. which were eleven F, &c. 
Propoſitions condemn'd by the Parliament of Paris, 
and for which it was commanded to be burnt by the 
Common Hangman, 

Amougſt which it is maintained, That the Pope may 
depoſe Princes, if inſufficient or negligent, and adjudg 
them to Death, &c. When this Book was produced, the 
Par - 


« 


'T'ea } 


-Parliament ſent for ſeveral of the Jeſuits, and asked 
* them what they thought of that Book f Father Cotton 
anſwered in the name of the re(t, That they diſapproved 
-#f, Being further examinzd, How it came to paſs that 
they condemned what their General did allow ? He re- 
plied, That their General being at Romegcould do no leſs. 
When it was asked again, What they would do if at 
Rome? He replied, They ſhould think as they do at Rome. 
. This you may {ee particularly ſet down by Gramon- 
Gram Hiſt. dus (1), a Friend of Cottons. Sothat ſuch Declarations 
+ as theſe are of no force, but are only to ſerve a preſent 
"ha need, to pacify Princes, or pleaſe the People, but what 
they themſelves are not obliged by : therein making 
good that Charatter of them, which I find in a ſober 
| tm) JeſuitsCat. Author of their. own, ( .) That a Jeſvit is every man ; 
IA es of which that book will afford ſome other inſtances, - 
«235, 236. © 

, 4 Nu ſo:way is made to conſider : Whether any of 
the Jeſuits belides Mariane have bin of. that Opinion ; 
-I hope it will be granted, that ſome there are, by. what 
hath been already ſaid 3 and it will be further allow- 

ed, | 


JE 
-C x )) That they are of the ſame mind with him that 
do commend him for having well acquitted himſelf 

_ © upon that argument : Such are Stephey Hoieds, Vifi- 

(n) + Lo "tor of their Society in the Province of Toledo, that li- 
gente to be cenſed it, and thoſe that gave their approbation of it 
_ Frex"ag of to him 3 ſuch again are Scribanins (n ) Gretſer, Beca- 

"Sy. a: mus. &c. 

(0) Defenſ.Fid. (2) They again are of his Opinion, that do hold, 
- a, not only that'a King may be depoſed by a Prince or 
Þ) De Inſtie. People 3 but that allo, when depoſed, he is no King. So 
{2.e 9. Dub.4. Suarez ( 0), When a King is depoſed, then he is neither 

| ——_—_— I iwwful King nor Prince. $0 (p) Lejſms, Greg.. Valen. 
154, and many others. (3- ) They 
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(3.Y They are of Marianz's Opinion , that hold a 
Dcpoſed King may be killed. So Leſſws *, Any having 
authority , may, if a Prince's Tyranny grow intolerable, 
Depoſe hin, &c. whereby any thing may be attempted a- 
gainſt his Perſon, becauſe ke then is no more a Prince. 


* Ibid. 


So Becanns (a), The Pepe may deprive Princes, and if (1) Core. 


contumacions, be 'may have them deprived of their Life. 
So Sxarez (b), Eman. S4(c), Molina, &c. 

(4.) They are of his Opinion, that ſay, A private 
perſon may kill a King ſo Depoſed 3 The Sentence beirg 
3/ned out, any one may be the Executioner of it. $0 E- 
wan. Sa (d); ſo Molina (e). The People may Depoſe their 
King, and puniſh him when he is depoſed. 

So that we ſee Marian is (till a Jeſuit, and they have 
no Reaſon to clamour againſt him, and to cry out of 
the raſhneſs of one man, as Mr. Gawen doth, when as it's 
the prevailing Opinion amongſt them'; and. it is diſin- 
genuouſly done of them, to do by him as the D-er by 
one that is wounded, clear themſelves of his Company, 
when he is of the ſame Herd with them. 

Indeed after all that Mr. Gare» hath ſaid towards the 
Vindication of himſelf and his Order, he hath ſaid but 
what: Mariana did before him 3 for Mariana held, as [ 
have before ſhewed, That it's not lawful for a private 
perſon to kill a King; and therefore faith, || That Job» 
Duke of Burgundy was condemned by the Council of 
Conſtance, becauſe he cauſed Lewis Duke of Orleance to 
be killed, Non expe@ata Semtentia Superioris, without at- 
tending the Sentence of a Superior, as the Pope, 3. e. he 
did it upon his own head, and out of private Revenge. 
And if this be the meaning of Mr. Gawer, which is the 
received Sence of thoſe of his Order, we are much be- 
holden to him. For then our Prince is left to the Mer- 
cy of the Pope's Bull, or that of the People ; for as ſoon 
D ag 


Ang. P. 115. 
(b) Ibid. ut 
Prius. 


(c) Aphor. Ty- 


rTannus. 


(d) Ibid. 
(e) De Inſlit. 


Tom. 4. Tratt, 


3. Diſp. 6. 
Sets. 2, 


{l Cap. 6. fin. 
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as he js by them declared again}, or is an Heretick, ' or 
grows intolerable, oris depoſed, then any private Man 
1s the Miniſter of Juſtice, and doth right to God and 
kis Church, or the People, if he kill him, If Mr. Gawey 
had meant honeſily, he ſhould have told us that it was 
- not his Opinion,that a King may be Depoſed,or that up- 
on Depoſition he is no King, and that tho thus depoſed 
it was unlawful for any Perſon whatſoever to att mpt 
bis life. But as long ax, he uſeth the current phraſe among 
them, we muſt take their Interpretation of it alſo'; and 
then be muſt ſay any private Perſon may kill aKing in 
the Circumſtances before ſpoken of ; ſo that a King is 
only ſecur'd againſt private Revenge, or the preſent 
rage of his SubjeQts ; but if they have Warrant for fo 
doing from the Pope or People, then Lord have mercy 
on him, for he is like to find none from them. 

So that after all his renouncing of Equivocation, e*c, 
he in his /aſ# dying words is found baſely to Equivocate, 
whilſt he neither, tells us what the King is whom a pri» * 
vate perſon ought not to kill , nor what that private 
perſon is, that ought not to kill him. And when if he 
means accordingto the (tile of his Order, it is no more 
but that whilſt 'a lawful King is not Excommunicate, 
an Heretick, or depoſed, no one may kill him : and 
when he is either of thoſe, no one of a private revenge 
or malice may be allowed ſo ro do : But if the publick. 
good be concerned in it, or there be Authority pr 
Commiſion from Superiors | that is, Pope or People 
in Parliament } then the private perſon is no private 
perſon, andthere is no bar to fecurea Prince's life from 
the Aſlaults even of ſuch. 

And if there be ſuch a notorious Equivocation in 
this ſo ſet a performance of his 3 and that he aGted (o 
confcrmably tohis own Principles, of obeying his Su- 

periors 
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Periors itt whatever they commanded, ih denyjiig whit» 
ever may be to the prejudice of their Canſe or Patty, 
* .In uſing mental refervations, even whilſt he renounced 
thern, Cie cheſs and the other ends before ſpoken of z 
what hinders but we are tothink that alt the reſt wrote 
#fer the ſawe Copy with Him as when they ſay that hey 
are 48 innocent ar the Child unborn, of treaſonable crimes ; 
is ndt this reconcileable to the' principles of Diſpenſa- 
tion and Abſolution # ( whych laſt they might, and it's 
probable did give one to another-) Is it not reconcile- 
able to the Excommunicationand Depoſition of his pre- 
ſent Majeſty, and to the Title which the Pope chal- 
lengeth to theſe Kingdoms, by the ancient claim of Str- 

nr? When they ſpeak of the King , might the 

not apply it either to the Pope or a Succeſſor, doin 
therein much as a certain Prieſt did; that when asked 
who was Supream in all Cauſes in,the Church of Erg- 
land, preſently anſwered the King, meaning thereby 
the King of Heaven, as he afterward Expounded it? 
* When they do declare againſt a Plot for the Altera- 
tion of Government, is not that eaſily applied to the 
kind or form, or ſome main parts of it? When they 
renounce Equivocations, ec. Did not Garnet and Coome 
' do the ſame, and yet in the mean while did Equivocate 
or Lye? Did ttey do all this at their Death, and call 
God to Witneſs, and pawn their Souls to verifie and 
confirm what they ſaid 2 Is this more than what was 
practiſed by Mr: Treſham and Gurphy 3 and what is fre- 
quently done by Villains at their Execution without 
ſuch Reaſons for it from Religion or Intereſt as theſe 
Men had 2 When I read their Speeches, I can hardly but 
believe them 3 When I think of their Accuſations, their 
Principles, and the Practices uſual amongſt them, I be- 
gin to tremble :.To think that at ſuch a time, and in fo - 


great . 
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great. caſe as this is, men ſhould prevaricats,, mItodes 
ccive the World, care'not what becomes of their own 
Souls z or elfe that they can be-ſo (ſtupid as.to think that. ' 


the Salvation of their Souls can be conſiſtent with ſuch - . 


Impieties. I queſtion not but that time will make this 
as clear as the day, and then what they did to ſtrengthen 
their Cauſe, will be the greateſt'blow to it that perhaps 
it ever yet had. When it ſhall be upon record, and 
publiſhed before all the World, That ſo good may come 
of it, the good of their Church and Order, they care 
not what Evil they do, nor how they Subvert the Laws 
of God and Nature, ſo they may eſtabliſh their own, 
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